OF THE HOUSE OF DELE‘GA‘T"ES. Zﬁ“j.‘ 3!‘

P Which was read the first and second time and the question put, that the house concur therewich ?
S The yeas and nays ‘sleing re(glirod ;\‘ppeared as follow : , o Lo
AFFIRMATIVE —Messrs. Scott, Boyer, Brown, Reyoolds, Ford, Bayl » Long;, Dunnis, ri
Blecompte, Beard, A. D, Mitchell, Davidson, Calvert,x'[‘. N. Wnlliams,y :lyZ.' K. \'.Vilam? Quigtc;}[?itgf
Witchell, Taney, Tho mas, Howard, Jones, M*Mahon, Tomlinson-—24 SR v
NEGATVE—Maessrs. Speaker, Neale, Bcllman, C. Steuart, Little, Stanshury, Dickinson, Kemp, '
MPpitt, Beall,ﬁVan Horn, Meconniken, Harrison, S.evens, Sewell, Bradford, Foiwoud, Denny, wm[g;’f
Sty‘!. W. Steuart, Kershner, Schnebly, Bowles, Hileary, Prather—u6 ' ‘ ’
S¢ it was determined in the negative. i ‘ -
On motion by Mr, Lecompt, the question was put, that the house dischar
the further consideration of the said subject ? Dectermined in the affirmative.
Mr. 1. N Williams delivers a bill entithd, an act for the benefit of Ebenezer Truit: of Worcester
county. Which was read the first and second time by special orderand passed. o
Mr. Sellinan delivers a petition from Richard Ridgely of Anne Arundel gounty, praying for per-
migsion L0 remove certain negro slaves into this state, which belonged to his sun Richard Ridgely, now -
jeceased. -Ordered that Messrs. Sellman, C, Steuart and D.rsey, be a committee to prepare aud bring
in the.same, _ :
Mr. %ittle delivers a bill entitled, an act to make a public read in Baltimere county. ‘Which
was read. . ' : . R
The bill entitied, an act annulling the marriage of Thomas Drake, and Martha his wife of Kent coun-
Wiy, was read thesccond time and the question Puts shall the said bill pass ? The ycas and nays be.
Mling required appeared as follow : . . $ C . N '
APFIRMATIVE.—Me:srs. Scott, Spencer, Boyer, Tilghman, Brown, Stansbury, ELluyd, Kamp, Bay.
Wy, Long, Hart, Pict, Lecompt, Beard, Davidsony Van Horn, Meconniken, Hairison, 17 N, Williams,
J. Mitchell, Sewell, Bradford, W. Steuart, Hughes, Schnebly, E. G. Hilliams, Kilgour, Tomlin-
Bon—29 | L o

ge the committee from

B NegaTIVE —Messrs. Speaker, Neale, Causin, Sellman, C, Steuart, Irelaad, Reynolds, Stone.
Rstrect, Listle, Deanis, Grifhth, A D. Mitchell, Somevville, Beall, Calvert, Duvall, E. K. ‘Wilson, Guin.
Bion, Taney, Thomas,Howard, Hall, Forwood, Willis, Kershner, Bowles, M¢Mahon, Iiill_éary, Pra.
her.—29 — - " o o
- 80 it was determined in the nogative, - , , ’ o R
fl On motion by Mr. Little the question was put, th at the house re-consider the said bill ?  D.tetmined
gin the affirmative, and the question put, shall the said bill .pass ? The yeas and nays being required
Bhrpeared as follow ; \ _ B ) T A :
AFPIRMATIVE-—Messis. Scott, Spcncer, Boyer, Tilghman, Brown, Ford, Little, Staosbury, Dick.
inson, Lloyd, Kemp, Bayly, Liong, Hart, |Pitt, Lecompt, Beard, Davidson, Van Horn, Meconniken,
fHarrison, T. N. Williams, J, Mitchell, Sewell, Bmdford, W, Steuart, Hughes, Kershner, Schnebly,
. G. Williams, Kilgour, Tomlinson.—32 o o
NegaTive—Messrs, Speaker, Nea'e, Causin, Sellman, C, Steuart, ireland, Reynolds, Stonsstreet,
Dennis, Griffith,A. D. Mitchell, .Somervilie, Beall, Calvert, Davall, Stevens, E. K. Wilson, Quinton,
Tiney, Thomas, Howard, Hali, Forwood, Willis, Bowles, M*Mahon, Hilleary, Prather—28
So it was determined in the affifmative. ! - ) .
The house according to the order of the day proceeded to the further censideration of the bili enti.
tled, a- furthersupplement to the act entitled, awact respecting the equity Jjurisdiction et the county
cours, and on motion by Mr: Little the question was put, that the 6th section of the said bill be strick-
nout. Determined in the affirmative. : : ' ‘
Mr. Kilgour preposed the following amendments to the said bill : | I —
And be in enacted, Thatany pers.n, ether than the plaintiffs may serve a subpena issning frem any
of the conaty courts as courts of Chancery, and upon praof made to the court by affiduvit of the ser-
vice of the said subpeena when the same has not been served by the sheriff, and upon the failure of the.
party to appear in obedieace to such subpena, or on his appearing and failing toobey any orderor’
rule of the court, it shall and may be lawful for the court toissuean attachment against the party so
filling, in the manner herein befere direcied, and te be served and returned by the sheriff; under the
penalty herein before prescribed in cases of attachments. _ : ' t
And be it enacted,That when some of the defendants in any suit i eqizity,brou,%‘ht in any of the county_
ourts of this state,residg out of the county in whickh such suit is brought,but within this state,that a sub.
P&na or subpceenas may issue against such absent defendant directed to the sheriff of the county in[which’
puch defendant shall reside;&it shallbe the duty of such sheriff to serve and return sach process according
lo the command thereof & if the party summoned shall not appear,or appearing shall tail tocemply with
eorder or rule of the court,process of attachment may issue against such party,directed tothe sheriff of
the county in which the said party shall reside,&it shall be the duty of the sheriffto execute,&in all things
pbey the gommand contained in the said proeess,& upon the failure of the sheriff to return any such sub-
pena or attachment,or to produce the body of the party attached,or the returnjof the said attachment,the
court from which such process issued may fine the said sheriff any sum not exceeding fifty dollard, and
I8ue an execution therefor, tagether with the costs thereon, directed to the coriner of the countyin -
which guch sheriff resides, and retarnable to the court of the last mentioned county, and a short -
topy of the order of the court imposing such fine, shall accompany the said execuation, on which said
order and e‘xeci'zgion, suclyfurther proceedings may be had agare now authorised, ‘where a writ of -
capias ad sasisfaciendum issues from one county te another. - - .. S
Aud be it enacted, That the county courts in their discretion may appoint interm,edngte terms be.
tween the comamon law terms in the res‘pective‘ counties, for the trangaction of buginess. on the
tquity side of the court to which said ‘process shall be returnable as well as tothe stited terms-of
the court,” Which were read the first time and on motion by Mr. Lloyd, she question was: put, that
the further consideration of the lov- bill be postponed, an4 that the said amendments bs pribted 2~ Be-
termined in'the affrmative, - s




